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ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION

he Arizona Criminal Justice Commission (ACJC) is a statutorily authorized entity
mandated to carry out various coordinating, monitoring and reporting functions
regarding the administration and management of criminal justice programs in Arizona.
In accordance with statutory guidelines, the Commission is comprised of 19 members
who represent various elements of the criminal justice system in Arizona. Fourteen of
the 19 Commissioners are appointed by the Governor and are municipal, county or
elected officials. The remaining five are state criminal justice agency heads. Appointed
Commissioners serve for two years and terminate when the first regular session of the
legislature is convened; they may be re-appointed.

he ACJC was created in 1982 to serve as a resource and service organization for
Arizona's 480 criminal justice agencies on a myriad of issues ranging from drugs,
gangs, victim compensation and assistance to criminal record improvement initiatives.
The ACJC works on behalf of the criminal justice agencies in Arizona to facilitate infor-
mation and data exchange among statewide agencies by establishing and maintaining
criminal justice information archives, monitoring new and continuing legislation relating
to criminal justice issues, gathering information, and researching existing criminal jus-
tice programs.

Our mission is to continuously address, improve, sustain,
and enhance public safety in the State of Arizona through the
coordination, cohesiveness, and effectiveness of the
Criminal Justice System.
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Introduction

submitto the Governor, the President ofthe Senate andthe Speaker ofthe House of Representatives

an annual report on law enforcement activities funded by the Drug and Gang Enforcement Account
(Account) or the Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund (CJEF) as they relate to illicit drugs and drug-related
gang activity. This annual report requirement was established in 1990.

Q rizona Revised Statute (A.R.S.) 841-2405(A)11 requires the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission to

The Drug and Gang Enforcement Account, established in 1987 by A.R.S. §41-2402, is used to enhance
efforts to deter, investigate, prosecute, adjudicate and punish drug offenders. Funds in the Drug and Gang
Enforcement Account are from the following sources:

1) Federal monies made available to states by grants under the Edward Byrne
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program;

2) Mandatory fines collected for felony drug offense convictions as authorized by
A.R.S., Title 13, Chapter 34;

3) Appropriations to the account by the Legislature; and

4) Local cash match funds furnished by grantees.

In 1987, the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission (ACJC) developed and implemented a Statewide
Enhanced Drug Enforcement Strategy, as required to qualify for federal formula grant assistance monies
for drug control. The strategy was designed to be compatible with the statutory requirements that created
the Drug and Gang Enforcement Account. The current four-year strategy was developed in 2016 and is the
framework within which the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission allots and distributes all monies in the
account. A formal application system and extensive open meeting process are utilized by the Arizona
Criminal Justice Commission for awarding grant funds from the account.

The Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund (CJEF) was established by A.R.S. 841-2401. This statute details
those entities that shall receive monies from the CJEF by percentage amounts and the purposes for
utilization of the monies.

This report provides summary information on projectsreceiving funds from the Drug and Gang Enforcement
Account and on projects funded by the Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund during FY 2018 (July 1, 2017,
to June 30, 2018), relating to drug activity or drug-related street gang activity. Many other valuable and
productive drugand gang enforcement and prevention activities are conducted throughout the state-funded
entirely by federal, state, local and county authorities, without enhancement monies and are therefore not
reported to ACJC.
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Drug and Gang Enforcement Account

Funding

In FY 2018, the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission awarded a combined total of $9,238,067 in funds for
36 projects in the state. Of this amount, $3,091,457 (33-percent) was awarded in federal funds from the
Byrne Justice Assistance Grant Program, $3,861,802 (42-percent) from state drug offense fines and
$2,284,808 (25-percent) from local match funds.

The Byrne Justice Assistance Grant award was allocated to the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission under
a formula grant. ACJC must apply for this grant on an annual basis. State drug fines consisted of non-
appropriated funds collected from mandatory fines for felony drug offense convictions. In addition, each
year the Commission sets the match requirement for approved drug control projects.

Figure 1 shows program funding levels from FY 2014 to FY 2018. These amounts are displayed by fund
source. Figure 2 shows program levels since FY 1995. The $9.2 million in drug control program projects
in FY 2018 (this figure does not include CJRIP funding) was a slight increase in funding when compared
to the $9.1 million in funding received for drug control program projects in FY 2017. CJRIP projects are
managed through the Systems Improvement Program and no award was made in FY 2018.

The Commission opted to set the match requirement at zero in fiscal years 2010 through 2012 to ease the
financial burden on state and local agencies experiencing their own budget challenges. Due to declining
federal funds, the Commission established a match requirement of 20-percent for FY 2013 and FY 2014.
In FY 2015, with input from grant recipients, the match requirement was increased to 25-percent, the
maximum allowable under program rules and it remained at that level in FY 2018.

Figure 1: Program Fund Sources FY 2014 - 2018
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Federal Funds $4,319,956 $3,623,283 $3,810,497 $3,636,146 $3,091,457

Drug Fines $4,194,823 $4,344,068 $4,343,333 $3,881,963 $3,861,802

Local Match Funds $2,047,098 $2,551,595 $2,551,072 $2,259,903 $2,284,808

—@=—Total Funding $10,561,877 $10,518,946 $10,704,902 $9,778,012 $9,238,067
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Figure 2: Program Size Since FY 1995
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Grant Awards

The Commission established seven purpose areas under the Drug, Gang, and Violent Crime Program in
accordance with the Statewide Enhanced Drug Enforcement Strategy and the Drug and Gang Enforcement
Account Program rules. The seven areas were apprehension; prosecution; forensic support services;
adjudication and sentencing; corrections and community corrections; substance abuse treatment for
corrections-involved individuals; and prevention and education. Inaddition, the Commission set aside five
percent of the Byrne Justice Assistance Grant award for criminal records improvement efforts under the
Systems Improvement Program.

In FY 2018, drug apprehension projects consisting of 14 multi-jurisdictional, multi-agency drug task forces,
established in 14 counties in the State of Arizona, received funding from the account. In addition to these
projects, 17 full-time dedicated drug prosecution projects were funded in 15 counties and enhanced drug
forfeiture case efforts throughthe At t or ney Gener al éusthe@hdingic EY.20lBwasadi n g
drug adjudication project funded through the Arizona Administrative Office of the Courts, two forensic
support projects, and a corrections drug treatment project funded through the Arizona Department of
Corrections. During FY 2018, under the strategy to improve criminal history records, Criminal Justice
Records Improvement Program (CJRIP) funds were used to expand on efforts from our pilot project using
Mobile Fingerprinting technology to improve the efficacy of fingerprints captured in the courtrooms. These
funds in FY 2017 and the projects continued into FY 2018. A.R.S. 813-607 requires that a
def endant 6 3s cdpiuradgan thp sentanding orders. Currently, sentencing order fingerprints
are obtained manually by courtroom clerks or bailiffs using the "ink & roll" method. The use of mobile two-
fingerprint identification devices is expected to enhance the quality of courtroom fingerprinting, determine
if valid fingerprints exist in the Automated Fingerprint Identification System (AFIS) and provide
instantaneous positive identification of defendants who do have fingerprints available in the AFIS. The
intent of this project is to use mobile fingerprinting technology to assess improvements in the efficacy of
fingerprints captured in the courtroom and to review the impact positive defendant identification has on
criminal history record processing. Also, enhanced drug forensic analysis programs at the Department of
Public Safety and the Tucson Police Department received funding. One grant awarded to the
Administrative Office of the Courts passed account funds through to court-based drug enhancement
projects in Arizona counties. The account also provided funding for a special prosecution project through
theAtt or ney Ge moeombdt Meslicai® frafid retated to prescription drugs.



Table 1 below shows approved awards by project type, expenditure type, and funding source. In FY 2018,
direct personnel costs made up 99-percent of the total expenditures from the account, with 1-percent
allocated to contracting services. Although not reflected in the table, the Medicaid Fraud project through
the Attorney G e n e rOffite&esved as matching funds for a federal grant earning three federal dollars for

every state dollarexpended.

Table 2 displays funding awards to all FY 2018 projects broken out by county and by type of project. The
majority of project dollars were allocated to Maricopa County (19-percent), followed by Pima County (18.5-
percent)andstate agencies servingall 15 counties (13.9-percent). Ofthe remaining counties, nine received

funding in excess of $300,000.
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Table 1

FY 2018 Approved Awards and Funding Sources

Expenditure Type:
Personal Services
Employee Related Exp.
Overtime
Professional & Outside Svs
Travel - In State
Travel - Out of State
Confidential Funds
Supplies
Registration/Training Fees
Other Operating Exp.
Equipment

Total

Funding Source:
FederalRegular Byrne/JAG
State
Local Match

Total

Adjudication

Forensic & Medicaid
Apprehension Prosecution Support Corrections CJRIP Eraud Total

$1,518,942 $2,902,207 $323,925 $984,518 $0 $49,147 $5,778,739
$1,263,017 $1,005,451 $109,631 $426,079 $0 $49,680 32,853,858
$505,470 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $505,470

$0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50
$3,287,429 $3,907,658 $433,556 $1,510,597 $0 $98,827 $9238067
$1,314,970 $1,563,063 $173,422 $40,000 $0 $0 $3,091,455
$1,150,601 $1,367,681 $151,745 $1,092,948 $0 $98,827 $3,861,802
$821.857 $976,914 $108,389 $377,649 $0 $0 $2,264,609
$3,287,429 $3,907,658 $433,556 $1,510,597 $0 $98,827 $9.238,067
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Table 2

Apache County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Cochise County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Coconino County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Gila County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Graham County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Greenlee County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

La Paz County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Maricopa County

Apprehension

Adjudication

CJRIP

Prosecution
Total

$225,276
$49,629
$83,064
$357,969

$124,240

$24,698
$151,772
$300,710

$280,507

$41,091
$130,625
$452,223

$318,376
$0
$59,495
$377,871

$26,933
$32,604

. $50,000
$109,537

$30,400

$0
$34,125
$64,525

$67,058
$12,418

— 966.480
$145,956

$0
$668,441
$0
$1,097,617
$1,766,058

Total FY 2018 Approved Awards by County

Mohave County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Navajo County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Pima County
Apprehension
Forensic Analysis
Adjudication
Prosecution

Total

Pinal County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Santa Cruz County

__ s149,025

$110,661

$1,710,902

$176,676

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Yavapai County

Apprehension

Adjudication

Prosecution
Total

Yuma County
Apprehension

Adjudication
Prosecution
Total

Statewide

Adjudication

Corrections

Forensic Analysis

Prosecution

RX Medicaid Fraud
Total

$204,731

$568,216

$522,251

$1,287,535

$332,011
$100,535

$582,471

$234,416
$41,614

$386,691

$719,072

$51,333
$249,490
$691,007

$142,928
$80,817

$400,421]

$158,098]
$0
$46,633

$390,988
$54,217
$123,011

$237,126
$26,210
$258,915

$28,833
$100,000
$382,223
$677,652
$98,827
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Apprehending Drug Offenders

Arrest Activity

During FY 2018, apprehension project activities resulted in 4,455 drug-related arrests (Figure 3). Thisis a
12-percentincrease above FY 2017 (3,958). Figure 4 shows arrests by drugtype. Therewere 969 arrests
for marijuana (including hashish), accounting for 22-percent of drug-related arrests. This represents a 15-
percent decrease in marijuana arrests below the previous fiscal year and is at its lowest since in the past
five years. Methamphetamine/amphetamine arrests totaled 1,770 and comprised 40-percent of all drug
arrests for FY 2018. Arrests for methamphetamine/amphetamine increased 11-percent from FY 2017
(1,589 arrests). Overa 5-year period (FY 201471 FY 2018), the FY 2018 methamphetamine/amphetamine
arrest figure was the highest. Heroin arrests made up 19-percent of drug arrests with 860, which is an
eight-percent decrease from FY 2017, but a 45-percentincrease above FY 2014. FY 2017 was the largest
number of arrests for heroin over the ten fiscal years (2008 to 2018). The number of arrests for cocaine
(both powder and crack cocaine) remained stable from FY 2017 at 268 and comprised six-percent of all
drug arrests inFY 2018. The number of cocaine arrests dropped 39-percent from FY 2014 andis the lowest
amount since FY 2008.

Figure 3: Drug Arrest ComparisonFY 2014 - FY 2018
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Figure 4: Arrests By Drug Type FY 2018
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Arrest Demographics

In FY 2018, the most common arrestees among drug task forces were males, over 18 years of age and
Caucasian. Figure 5shows arrests by age and genderand Figure 6 shows arrests by race ororigin. Males
over 18 years of age accounted for 72-percent of all arrests by task forces. Caucasians represented 51-
percent of all task force-related arrests. Hispanics accounted for 36-percent of all arrests followed by
African Americans at eight-percent. Females over 18 years of age were the second highest age/gender
group to be arrested for a drug crime by funded task forces at 26-percent. In addition, of all task force
arrests, males under 18 years ofage accounted fortwo-percent ofall task force arrests while females under
18 comprised less than one percent.

Figure 5: FY 2018 Arrests - Age/Gender
Male - Under 18

2%
Female - Under 18

>1%

Female - 18+
26%

Male - 18+
72%
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Figure 6: FY 2018 Arrests - Race/Origin
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Figure 7: FY 2018 Drug/Non-drug Arrests
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Task force personnel arrested 5,041 individuals in FY 2018. This arrest total includes individuals arrested
for drug and non-drug offenses, as well as violent offenses (Figure 7). The majority of all task force arrests
(88-percent) were for offenses involving drugs (4,455), with 297 (7-percent) of these drug arrests including
some type of violence. Non-drug arrests (586) accounted for 12-percent of arrests, with 70 (12-percent) of
these arrests including some type of violence. Of the total arrests made by task forces, both drug and non-
drug arrests, 7-percent were reported to have involved a form of violence.



Asset Seizures
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In addition to arresting drug offenders, task forces seized an estimated total value of over $7.3 millionin
assets from drug and violent crime offenders (Table 3). Assets seized included 199 vehicles totaling an
estimated value of $1.1 million. The number of vehicles seized in FY 2018 was 18-percent less than the
number seized in FY 2017 (243). Officers removed 504 weapons from the streets (Figure 8) with a total
estimated value of $242,284. Of the weapons seized in FY 2018, the weapon type most often removed
were handguns (54-percent), followed by rifles (21-percent) and shotguns (11-percent). Task force
personnel also seized currency and other property with an estimated value exceeding 5 million.

Vehicles
Weapons
All Other
Total Value

Table 3: Asset Seizure and Values
FY 2017 FY 2018
Seize Value Seized Value
d 243 $1,745,997 199 $1,130,560
476 $181,675 504 $242,285
$8,018,245 $5,994,043
$9,945,917 $7,366,888

Machine Guns
Explosive Devices
Other

Knives

Shotguns

Rifles

Handguns

Figure 8: Weapons Seized in FY 2018

B Weapon Type

272
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Drug Trafficking Organizations

Apprehension project activities include drug interdictions and assists, pursuing investigative leads and tips,
serving search warrants and disrupting or dismantling Drug Trafficking Organizations (DTOs), as well as
numerous other efforts to combat drug, gang, or violent criminal activities. DTOs consist of five or more
people, organized in some fashion, who gain substantial income from a continuing series of drug-related
activities. A DTO s dismantled when the criminal organization is put out of existence or broken up to the
extent that reconstruction of the same criminal organization is impossible. A DTO s disrupted when there
is significant interference in the conduct of normal and effective operation by the targeted organization, as
indicated by changes in organizational leadership, trafficking patterns, or drug production methods. Data
collected by the task force include Drug Trafficking Organizations that are classified as low-level (street
dealer), mid-level (distributor or retailer), or high-level (manufacturer or supplier). Figure 9 shows in FY
2018, task forces dismantled 269 DTOs, the majority of which (79-percent) were low-level organizations
followed by mid-level organizations (19-percent). The number dismantled represents an increase of 53-
percent over the previous fiscal year when 176 DTOs were dismantled. Task forces also disrupted the
activities of 261 DTOs in FY 2018, most (70-percent) were low-level organizations followed by mid-level
organizations (21-percent). The total number of DTOs disrupted increased 32-percent from FY 2017 (198).

Figure 9: Drug Trafficking Organizations in FY 2018
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Drug Removals

The removal of illicit drugs from the community serves as one of the many benefits provided by the work of
funded task forces in Arizona. During FY 2018, task forces removed marijuana, as well as numerous other
drug types including cocaine, methamphetamine, heroin, LSD, PCP, other hallucinogens, stimulants, and
depressants. The estimated street value of these drugs is $139,487,209.

Marijuana removals continue to represent a large portion of task force activities statewide, with 30,088
pounds removed and 11,236 plants with a combined estimated street value over $41 million. Cocaine and
crack removals totaled 1,671 pounds and an estimated combined street value of $26 million.
Methamphetamine removals totaled 2,044 pounds and an estimated street value of $51 million. Heroin
removals totaled 458 pounds with an estimated street value of $14.6 million.

Marijuana

Overall, marijuana (including marijuana plants) is the second highest drug involvedin task force arrests
(938 arrests). The amount of marijuana removed (Figure 10)in FY 2018 (30,088 pounds) decreased 18-
percent below the quantity removed in FY 2017 (36,875 pounds). In addition, the number of marijuana
plants removed increased from 6,712 in FY 2017 to 11,236 in FY 2018, an increase of 67-percent. The
amount of marijuana seized in FY 2018 was the lowest amount over the last ten years. The top five task
forces for marijuanaremovals (excluding plants)in FY 2018 were from Santa Cruz County, Cochise County,
Pinal County, Pima County, and Apache County. The top five task forces for marijuana plant removals
were Gila County, La Paz County, Pinal County, Navajo County, and Apache County.

Figure 10: Marijuana Removals
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Cocaine
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The amount of cocaine removedin FY 2018 increased by 136-percent from the previous fiscal year (Figure
11). In FY 2018, 1,671 pounds of cocaine were removed from Arizona streets by the grant-funded task
forces. This represents an increase in seizures of 964 pounds from FY 2017. Crack cocaine and powder
cocaine are included in these numbers. The amount of cocaine seized in FY 2018 was the highest amount
over the last five years. The top five task forces for cocaine removals in FY 2018 were from Pima County,

Santa Cruz County, Mohave County, Coconino County, and La Paz County

Figure 11: Cocaine Removals
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Methamphetamine

The quantity of methamphetamine removed by funded task forces increased by 97-percentin FY 2018 over
the previous fiscal year (Figure 12). InFY 2018, 2,044 pounds of methamphetamine were removed from
Arizona streets. The top five task forces for methamphetamine removals in FY 2018 were Santa Cruz

County, Pima County, La Paz County, Yuma County, and Coconino County.

Figure 12: Methamphetamine Removals
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Heroin

The quantity of heroin removed by funded task forces increased by 70-percentin FY 2018 over the previous
fiscal year (Figure 13). In FY 2018, 458 pounds of heroin were removed from Arizona streets. The top
five task forces for heroin removals in FY 2018 were Santa Cruz County, Pima County, Coconino County,
Pinal County, and Gila County.

Figure 13: Heroin Removals
FY 2014 - FY 2018
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Fentanyl

ACJC began tracking Task Force seizures and purchases, of Fentanyl, in FY 2017 (Figure 13a). During
FY 2018, funded task forces reported seizing 62 pounds of fentanyl and 8,788 fentanyl pills, with an
estimated combined value of over $2.1 million. The fentanyl seized in FY 2018 (62 pounds) represents an
increase of 22-percent over the amount seized the previous fiscal year (51 pounds). The fentanyl pills
seized in FY 2018 (8,788 pills) represents a 762-percent increase over the number seized the previous
fiscal year (1,019 pills).

Figure 13a: Fentanyl Seizures
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Prosecuting DrugOffenders

There was a total of 38,600 prosecutions of individuals by funded grant projects throughout the state in FY
2018. Of this amount, 30,750 (80-percent) involved drug crimes. During the grant year, 25,200 individuals
were convicted as a result of prosecutions under this program. Of this amount, 20,316 convictions (81-
percent) involved drug crimes.

In FY 2018, 44,791 drug-related cases were referred for prosecution, a 9-percent increase from FY 2017
(40,924). Of these referrals, 69-percent of these cases moved forward for prosecution. Prosecutors
declined 9,399 (21-percent) of the drug cases referred. In FY 2018, 4-percent of drug cases referred for
prosecution were declined due to department report problems, a 13-percent decrease from FY 2017. Of
the drug cases prosecuted in FY 2018, 66-percent resulted in convictions, 14-percent were dismissed with
or without prejudice, and 0.5-percent resulted in acquittal. There were 5,984 cases pending at the end of
the fiscal year.

Prosecution Activity

In FY 2018, the drug offense type most often prosecuted was for possession or concealment of drugs (81-
percent), followed by distribution or sales at 6-percent (Figure 14). Ofall the crimes (both drug and non-
drug) prosecuted by prosecution projects, 86-percent were felony prosecutions and 14-percent
misdemeanor prosecutions (Figure 15). The drug most often involved in drug prosecutions (Figure 16)
was methamphetamine with 31-percent. This was followed by marijuana-related prosecutions with 26-
percent. Heroin prosecutions followed with 11-percent, respectively, and paraphernalia offenses made up
16-percent of all prosecutions.

Figure 14: Drug Prosecutions by Offense Type FY 2018
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Figure 15: Prosecution Class
of Offense FY 2018
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Conviction Activity

The combined efforts of law enforcement and prosecution projects led to 20,316 individual drug-related
convictions in FY 2018 (Figure 17). There were 7-percent fewer drug convictions than the previous fiscal
year. Convictions for marijuana, methamphetamine, heroin, and paraphernalia decreased in FY 2018,
however, cocaine convictions are at the highest level since FY 2014. Other illicit drugs increased in FY
2018 by 9-percent after falling consistently since FY 2010. Cocaine convictions increased by 54-percent in
FY 2018 and are at the highest levels since FY 2014.

Figure 17: Drug Convictions Comparison FY 2014- FY 2018
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Case Outcomes

In FY 2018, 30,631 drug and non-drug cases were concluded (Figure 18), resulting in a conviction,
acquittal, or dismissal. Ofthe total cases concluded, 0.16-percent (51 cases) resulted in an acquittal, 18-
percent resulted in a dismissal (5,380 cases), and 82.2-percent (25,200) resulted in a conviction. For drug-
only cases, 0.6-percent (17 cases) resulted in an acquittal, 18-percent (4,432 cases) resulted in dismissal,
and 82-percent (20,316) resulted in a conviction.

Felony classifications (Figure 19) accounted for 77-percent of all drug-related convictions, with 23-percent
accounting for misdemeanor classifications. Of the drug-related convictions (Figure 20), 99-percent were
theresult of pleanegotiations. Convictions resulting from jury and benchtrials made up approximately one-
percent of all convictions involving funded prosecution projects.

16



Return to Table of Contents

Figure 18: Case Convictions and Acquittals, FY 2018
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Type of Offense

The majority of drug-related convictions (Figure 21) in FY 2018 were for possession offenses (84-percent).
Offense convictions fordrug sales made up about 7-percent of all drug-related convictions while convictions
for transporting drugs were approximately 3-percent. In FY 2018, the drug-related offenses with the lowest

number of convictions were for manufacturing, buying, and consumption offenses at less than one percent
each.
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Figure 21: Drug Convictions by Offense Type FY 2018
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Figure 22 shows convictions for paraphernalia that, although not a specific drug type, accounted for the
largest percentage of drug-related convictions at 32-percent. The most common type of drug involved in
drug convictions for FY 2018 was methamphetamine. Methamphetamine accounted for the most
convictions at 27-percent, followed by marijuana, which accounted for 19-percent of all drug-related
convictions. Convictions for offenses involving heroin and cocaine totaled 9-percent and 3-percent,
respectively.

Figure 22: Percentage Convictions by Drug
Type FY 2018
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Sentencing

Defendants received sentences that may have included the following: incarceration, probation, fines, a
combination of one or more types (split sentence), or other (Figure 23). There were 12,747 individuals
sentenced for drug-related offenses from prosecution projects in FY 2018. This total is a 29-percent
decrease from FY 2017. More than 55-percent of these defendants (6,948) received a sentence of
probation. Prison sentences were given in 20-percent of the cases with only 3-percent receiving jail
sentences. Fines were given in 4-percent of drug-related cases, and 17-percent received split sentences,
requiring some jail time and probation. Compared to FY 2018, the number of defendants receiving prison
sentences decreased by 33-percent, the number receiving jail sentences increased by 6-percent, split
sentences decreased by 11-percent and the number of fines increased by 15-percent. The number of
defendants receiving a term of probation decreased by 36-percent below FY 2017.

Figure 23: Drug Sentencing Comparison FY 2017 - 2018
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Drug Courts
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Over the past five years project funding for the drug court programs throughout Arizona has remained
relatively the same, and as a result, the number of participants in the program has also remained relatively
similar (Figure 24). Throughout the past five years, the drug court program has had a total of 10,154
participants, of which 9,681 (95-percent) did not recidivate while in the program. FY 2018 had drug court
participants totaling 2,027 (20-percent of the total number of participants). FY 2018 had the highest number
of participants who obtained employment with 1,130. Withinthe previous five years, 51-percent of drug
court participants obtained employment during their participation.
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The total number of probationers served through the grant program has increased from FY 2017 to FY
2018 (Figure 25). From FY 2017 to FY 2018, the number of probationers served has increased by 82-
percent, from 3,163 to 5,741. The number of presentence reports written increased from 464 in FY 2017
to 556 reports prepared inFY 2018.
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Indigent Defense Services

The number of indigent defendants served by the grant program will peak in FY 2018, after a steady
decrease over the past three fiscal years (Figure 26). FY 2018 resulted in the highest number of indigent
defendants served in the past five years. FY 2018 represents a 318-percent increase in the number of
indigent defendants served. The number of indigent defendants increased from 919in FY 2017 to 3,843
in FY 2018.

Figure 26: Number of Indigent Defendants Served
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Forensic Drug Evidence Analysis

Analyses Received by Type of Agency

In FY 2018 law enforcement agencies submitted 15,276 samples to be analyzed by funded forensic
support projects. Of this amount, 838 were from federal agencies, 5,839 from state police, 2,161 from
county s h e r dffi€es, 6,853 from municipal police departments, and 385 from other state criminal justice
agencies.

In the past five years, the total number of analyses received by various agencies statewide is 75,531
(Figure 30). FY 2017 had the largest number analyses, with a total of 16,371. Of the various agencies,
municipal police submitted the largest amount of analyses for all five years, with a total of 34,123 which
accounts for about 45-percent of all analyses. State police agencies submitted the second highest
number of samples for analyses, with a total of 22,044 analyses received, accounting for 29-percent. And
county sheriffs submitted the third largest amount of analyses with about 17-percent (12,717 analyses).

Figure 30: Number of Analyses Received by
Type of Agency FY 2014- FY 2018
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Analyses by Selected Drug Type

The drug type most often found in samples was marijuana (7,132) followed by methamphetamine/
amphetamine (5,863). In the past five years, statewide forensic efforts resulted in a total of 113,564
analyses of the selected drug types below (Figure 31). Marijuanais the highest drug type analyzed from
the pastfive years accounting for 56,553 (50-percent) of total analyses but has steadily decreased since
FY 2015.

22































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































